
Christine J. Drumgoole 
5220 Bangert Street 
White Marsh, Maryland 21162 
410-952-1868 (cell), btsurvivor@outlook.com 
 

January 24, 2022 

SENATOR WILLIAM C. SMITH, JR. 
SENATE JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS COMMITTEE 
2 EAST 
MILLER SENATE OFFICE BUILDING 
ANNAPOLIS,  MARYLAND 21401 
 
RE:  SBOO17  CHILD CUSTODY – CASES INVOLVING 
CHILD ABUSE OR DOMESTIC VIOLENCE-TRAINING 
FOR JUDGES 
 
I  am a wel l -educated,  emot iona l ly  hea l thy  pro tec t ive  parent ,  in t imate  
par tner  v io lence/bet raya l  t rauma surv ivor ,  and fami ly  cour t  re form 
advocate .   I  ho ld  a  favorab le  pos i t ion  as  to  SB0017 Chi ld  Custody –  
Cases Invo lv ing  Ch i ld  Abuse or  Domest ic  V io lence –  Tra in ing for  
Judges.  
 
My own d ivorce and custody case in  Ba l t imore County ,  Mary land began 
when my now former  spouse f i led  fo r  d ivorce as  a  coerc ive  cont ro l  
measure  to  fo rce  the issue o f  unsuperv ised v is i ta t ion ,  desp i te  Ch i ld  
Pro tec t ive  Serv ices  requ i r ing  tha t  he be superv ised dur ing  h is  
parent ing  t ime and not  have any  overn ight  parent ing  t ime.   My former  
spouse ident i f ies  as  a  sex  and pornography add ic t  ( inc lud ing 
par t ic ipa t ion  in  pros t i tu t ion  and ch i ld  sexua l  abuse documenta t ion  
v iewing ( i .e . ,  ch i ld  pornography)  and o ther  i l lega l  and/or  sexua l  
p redatory  behav iors)  and is  an admi t ted  sexua l  abuser  o f  our  
daughter ,  as  ev idenced by  h is  admiss ion to  a  Cer t i f ied  Sex Add ic t ion  
Therap is t ,  admiss ion to  me,  and an “ ind ica ted”  f ind ing by  the  Ba l t imore  
County  Depar tment  o f  Soc ia l  Serv ices .  Un jus t ly ,  he  was not  charged,  
conv ic ted,  nor  l i s ted  on the Sex Of fender  Reg is t ry  because he re fused 
to  in terv iew wi th  the  detec t ive  ass igned to  our  case.  There  was s imply  
no accountab i l i t y .  
 
Desp i te  my former  spouse ’s  secre t  sexua l  l i fe  o f  twenty  p lus  (20+)  
years  and admi t tance o f  ch i ld  sexua l  abuse aga ins t  our  daughter ,  h is  
Compla in t  fo r  D ivorce and Chi ld  Custody was enter ta ined by  the  cour t  
w i thout  much unders tand ing o f  the  dynamics  o f  abuse,  sex /porn  
add ic t ion ,  ch i ld  sexua l  abuse,  and v ic t im/par tner  t rauma (PTSD,  C-
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PTSD).  Our  d ivorce/custody case was put  th rough the s tandard  
procedure .   We as  P la in t i f f  (h im)  and Defendant  (me)  were  t rea ted as  
equa l  par t ies  to  the  dys funct ion  and labe led as  a  “h igh conf l i c t  
d ivorce”  when the rea l i ty  is  tha t  my former  spouse has a  long h is tory  
o f  emot iona l ,  psycho log ica l ,  sexua l ,  phys ica l ,  and f inanc ia l  abuse 
aga ins t  me and our  ch i ld ren.  I t  on ly  takes one dys funct iona l  par ty  to  
exer t  power  and cont ro l  and be dys funct iona l  to  c reate  a  d i f f i cu l t  
d ivorce case.  Because o f  the  lack  o f  substant ia l  educat ion  o f  the  
fo rgo ing issues by  Judges and o ther  cour t  p ro fess iona ls ,  my d ivorce 
and custody case took two years  and is  s t i l l  be ing l i t iga ted post -
d ivorce.  Cour t  p ro fess iona ls ,  inc lud ing Judges,  a lso  lack  educat ion 
and t ra in ing  to  recogn ize an abuser ’s  tac t ics  o f  l i t iga t ion  abuse,  
f inanc ia l  abuse,  and domest ic  abuse by  proxy  v ia  the  ch i ld ren  dur ing  
the d ivorce/custody process .   
 
Desp i te  my documenta t ion ,  suppor t  o f  h igh ly  spec ia l ized and t ra ined 
therapeut ic  pro fess iona ls ,  and the ev idence aga ins t  my former  spouse,  
I  was s t i l l  un fa i r ly  tasked wi th  defend ing myse l f  and my ch i ld ren 
aga ins t  our  abuser  in  the  fami ly  cour t  se t t ing .  I t  was rev ic t imiz ing  and 
re t raumat iz ing  because o f  the  lack  o f  cont inu ing educat ion  and s imple  
unders tand ing o f  abuse and sex/porn  add ic t ion  dynamics  by  the  Judge 
and o ther  cour t  p ro fess iona ls .   I  am approach ing the $200,000.00 mark  
in  lega l  fees;  s imply  to  keep my ch i ld ren safe .   Much o f  my lega l  fees  
were  in  exp la in ing to  my At torney,  the  Cour t  Custody Eva luator ,  the  
Therapeut ic  Pr iv i lege At torney,  and the Judge the dynamics  o f  abuse.   
I  was p laced in  the  precar ious pos i t ion  o f  hav ing to  respect fu l l y  
educate  h igh ly  educated and cer t i f ied  pro fess iona ls  before  I  cou ld  
advocate  fo r  the  sa fe ty  o f  my own ch i ld ren.   There  are  severa l  recent  
s tud ies  wh ich  suppor t  my exper ience,  your  proposed b i l l ,  and my 
endorsement  o f  same.   They are  as  fo l lows:  

• The Meier Study 

• Adverse Childhood Experiences (ACEs) 

• The Saunders Study 

• The Santa Clara University Study (High Conflict individuals in the family court system) 

 
I ask that SB0017 be passed and that the following suggestions be considered for inclusion: 

1. Victims of Intimate Partner Violence (IPV)/Domestic Violence, Child Sexual Abuse, or any 
documented abuse be provided FREE legal counsel.  Much of my frustration and stress 
was in finding an Attorney to take my case and one whom I could afford.  I had to borrow 
money, max out credit cards, and my parents refinanced their mortgage-free home to 
assist me in protecting my children.  I still owe my Attorney $30,000.00 in Attorney fees 
and that amount is growing by the day.  If accused perpetrators can receive free legal 
counsel in criminal court, why can’t victims of abuse receive fee legal counsel in Family 
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Court.  As an aside, MD Legal Aid, House of Ruth Legal Services, Turnaround Legal 
Services, and Child Justice were contacted several times throughout my case and none 
could assist me.  I financially and substantively qualified for services, but they simply did 
not have the staff to represent my complicated, drawn-out case.  This is not specific to 
me or my case. This is the experience of many survivors when encountering divorce and 
custody issues with their abuser. 

2. Please know that abuse does not stop once the relationship has ended. If anything, the 
abuse is increased and becomes more insidious; often via litigation, finances, and 
domestic abuse by proxy via the children in common. 

3. When a Judge is appointed to a divorce/custody case with documented abuse and/or 
addiction issues, that Judge should remain the Judge for the entirety of the case (unless 
found to be unfit for the task).   My case had several Judges and Magistrates.  It was luck 
of the draw as to who would hear my case for each pleading, hearing, or trial. These 
cases need consistency of oversight, as it is the patterns of post-separation abusive 
behavior which become evident to the court when overseen in this manner. 

4. Judges need to be proactive when writing orders and provide clear, concise wording for 
consequences when the court order is not followed.  Simply assuming that the abusive 
party will be reasonable is placing the victims in further harm; often requiring many 
revisits to court to clarify the orders. The abuser should never be given any form of 
decision making, as it is handing them the tools of power and control.  

 
I thank you for your time and remain supportive of these measures.  I much more to say on 
these topics and welcome you to contact me to discuss further. 

S INCERELY,  
 

Christine J. Drumgoole 
 
CHRISTINE J .  DRUMGOOLE 
Hea l t hy ,  p ro tec t i ve  pa ren t ,  i n t ima te  pa r t ne r  v i o l ence /be t raya l  t r auma  su rv i vo r ,  
and  advoca te .  


